
1/  Also on Dec. 10, 1998, the Board received a letter from Tribal counsel asking for information
on how the Board handles discovery requests.  Based on the Area Director’s representation that
Tribal counsel did not object to remand, the Board does not further address counsel’s request for
information.
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Appellant City of Salem, Oregon, sought review of an October 5, 1998, decision of the
Portland Area Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs (Area Director), approving a fee-to-trust land
acquisition for the Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon (Tribe).  On December 10,
1998, the Board of Indian Appeals received a request from the Area Director that the matter be
remanded to him for reconsideration and issuance of a new decision.  The Area Director stated
that counsel for the Tribe did not object to the request. 1/

In its Notice of Appeal, Appellant sought remand of this matter to the Area Director. 
The Area Director’s request is therefore in accord with the relief sought by Appellant.

Pursuant to the authority delegated to the Board of Indian Appeals by the Secretary of the
Interior, 43 C.F.R. § 4.1, and the Area Director’s request, the Area Director’s October 5, 1998,
decision is vacated and this matter is remanded to the Area Director for reconsideration and the
issuance of a new decision.
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Kathryn A. Lynn Anita Vogt
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